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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

By ogenct

{n

g REGION iIX

"4 paet 75 Hawthome Street
San Francisco, CA 94106-3901

May 13, 2004

Scott Stapp

Senior Environmental Planner

URS Corporation

333 East Wetmore Road, Suite 611
Tucson, AZ 85705 '

Re:  Proposed Interstate 10 Interchange at Twin Peaks/Iinda Vista ADOT Project No. 010-D

. H5838 01C in Tucson and its impact on the Sole Source
Aquifer :

ole Source Aquifer. This Program is designed by
Congress to assure that Pprojects receiving federal

financial assistance are constructed and
operated in a manner to prevent contamination of valuable groundwater resources,

j proposed Interstate 10 Interchange at
Twin Peaks/Linda Vista in Tucson, Ari ich is bei

not observe any risk of this project to impact the quality of groundwater in the area, specifically
 the Upper Santa Cruz and Avra Basin Sole Source Aquifer. However, it should be noted that this
approval of the funding of the project is wholly sep

arate from any approval or disapproval of the
merits of the project itself, If you have any questions, Please call me (415) 972-3543.

Siﬂcerely, _
Martin Zeleznik
“Groundwater Office

Printed on Recycled Paper



Scott Stapp To: "Greg Keller* <GKeller@Ind.state.az.us>
. cc: <Scott_stapp @urscorp.com>, "Gordon Taylor*
m 10/03/2003 11:54 AM <GTaylor.LND_PO.LND_DOM@Ind.state.az.us>
Subject: Re: New |-10 interchange

Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/Linda Vista, ADOT Project No.: 010-D(XXX), TRACS
No.: 10 PM 236 H5838 01C

Greg,

1 received your comments on the above named project. I will substitue your contact information for Mr.
Mark Winkleman, State Land Commissioner and send you any future information on the project.
Thank you for your interest and efforts.

Scott Stapp
URS
(520) 407-2820

*Greg Keller" <GKeller @ind.state.az.us>

*Greg Keller®

To: <Scott_stapp @urscorp.com>
<GKellor@ind.state.az. cc: "Gordon Taylor" <GTaylor.LND_PO.LND_DOM®@ind.state.az.us>
us> Subject: New 1-10 interchange
10/03/2003 11:42 AM

Scott...sorry that I was not able to come to the 9/29 scoping meeting re: this
new

interchange...while there is no Trust land in the immediate vicinity of where
this i :

new TI is to be placed, I will be interested on keeping up on the study as it
affects the overall transportation system in this area of Marana...please send

all information to: Greg Keller, Project Manager: Az. State Land Dept.;
1616

W. Adams; Phoenix, AZ 85007...my direct phone line is (602)542-2646..
thanks, scott...Greg



Cmid12253@cs.com - To: Scott_stapp @urscomp.com
cec: ’ ‘
09/24/2003 12:41 PM Subject: Interstae 10 Traffice Interchange, Twin Peaks/Linda Vista

Mr. Stapp,

ict with notice

concerning the I-10 TI at Twin Peaks and Linda Visgta.

without
a manager and as the former manager,
them along. The District has an op
side

of I-10, between the westboun
like to make two (2) suggesti

of the 9-29-03 meeting
CMID is currently

‘I am workin

g as a consultant to help
en irrigation

canal along the Northwest

d highway lanes and the Frontage Road. 1 would
ons at this time. ,

1. Wwhat was done in a similar Situation, at the Cortaro TI 4-6 Years ago
regarding our irrigation canal would seem appropriate for the Proposed new Ti
This invelved the placement of approximately 1/2 mile of open canal in an
underground pipeline. CMID has a priority position dating back to 1919 which
ADOT

recognized and ADOT absofbed the cost of the pipeline re

location.

2. I would like to see the freeway left at itg present level and have Twin
Peaks/Linda Vista cross over the freeway i

eliminating

many problems we now have at the Cortaro/Ina interchanges, and which will
become increasingly pertinent to the AVR, Tangerine and Marana TI's in the not
to

distant future.

Please feel free to e-mail me with any comments and/or concerns.

Sincerely,

Robert Condit
Consultant for

Cortaro Water Users!*

Association
Cortaro-Marana Irrigation District



"Chery| Holliday* - To: Scott_stapp @ urscorp.com

<¢jh2407 @hotmail.co cc:
m> Subject: 1-10 Twin Peal/Linda Vista
09/23/2003 12:17 PM

In reference to your letter dated August 15,

to Lt. David Denlinger, Highway
Patrol, on 1-10 Twin Peak/Linda Vigta interchange "only concerng traffic
impact ag Project comes up, and no environmental feedback. *

- Thank you

Express yourself with MSN Messenger 6.0 -- download nowt

http://www. msSnmessenger-download. com/tracking/ reach_general



Sandy Loomis To. sm_suppoump.com

08/29/03 12:32 PM Subhetﬂn:hmmelrhmatMnPeawunda Vista, ADOT
Project No.: 010-D0OCK), TRACS No.: 1omzsausssao1ca

Below is the information you requested:

T.12S.R 13E,
$6C. 18 is private

sec. 19 is private except for W2NW4 and that is State of Arizona

T.128..R. 12E,
sec. § is private except for N2NE4 and that Is State of Arizona
sec. 13, 14 & 15 Is private

sec. 16 is private except fOfﬁleNE«‘andﬂ\atbShhofAﬂznna
sec. 20, 22, 23, 24, 26 & 27 - are all privets.

Have a good day.

Sandy Loomis

Land Law Examiner

Bureau of Land Management
12661 E. Broadway Bivd. -
Tucson, AZ. 86748-7208
(520) 258-7228

sandy_loomis@bim.gov
Scoit_Stapp@URSCorp.com
Seoft_Stapp@URSCor To. u:dy.bmio@bh.gov

' smecelnmmmmmmmntmmmmwmwor
08127103 03:37 PM Project No.: 010-DpOOQ, TRACS No.: 10PM 238 H5838 01C

Sandy,

We'll try this again.

The project may involve portions of:
T128, R13B, Sections 18 and 19
T128, R12R, Sections 9, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26,

Sorxry about the mix up the first time.

Scott Stapp

Environmental Planning Team Leader
URS
333 East Wetmors, Suite 611
Tucson, AZ 85708

direct phone: (520) 407-2820

cell phone: (520) 907-7513

phone: (520) 887-1800

fax: (520) 887-8438

e-mail: scott_stapp@urscorp.com
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Appendix B

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Consultation
Letters



United States Department of the Interior

. U8, Fish and Wildlife Seryice
© 2325 West Royal Palta Boad, Suite 103
- Phoenix, Arizona 85021-4951
T Telephaoe: (602) 424210 FAX (§02)242-2513 .y
' A peiV wS
S Tuly 8, 2003 ﬁsoﬂ, u.SF0§
T | ek g,
On June 26, 2002, the Regioual Director foc Region 2 of the .S, Fish and Wildlife Servige snd the

cc: Regional Director, Fish and

o nd Wildtife Service, Albuquerque, NM (Attn: Susan MacMullin, DARD-
) _ ;

Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, AZGFD (Attn: Tery Johnson)
witomgatz/agfd annual leger. wpdAj ‘



VULl LUUY 0 LUFM FEUCRAAL NIANWAL LAR I A Y L N

\ oF
S,
B \ ‘,f U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
; ogrm o FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
. ARIZONA DIVISION
One Arizona Center-Suite 410
400 East Van Buren Strest
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2285
j August 4, 2004
= IN REPLY REFER TO:
) HA-AZ
STP-010-D(AIW)
: 1-10 T1 at Twin Peaks/Linda Vista
o TRACS No.10 PM 236 H5838 01C

Mr. Steven Spangle, Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Arizona Ecological Services Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, Arizona 85021

Dear Mr. Spangle:

The Town of Marana in cooperation with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is developing design concepts and conducting
environmental analyses, which may lead to the design and construction of a new traffic interchange
(TT) on Interstate 10 (-10) in Marana. The proposed new TI is located approximately midway
between the Avra Valley Road TI (Mile Post [MP] 242) and the Cortaro Road TI (MP 246) and is
proposed to connect to Twin Peaks Road on the west and.El Camino de Mafiana/Linda Vista
Boulevard on the east. The project will require a new bridge over the Santa Cruz River. The FHWA,
as the lead agency, hereby requests concurrence on the determination for the Cactus F erruginous
Pygmy-owl for the above-referenced transportation project.

The biological evaluation (BE) for this project is enclosed. The BE considers the direct, indirect, and
oumulative effects of this proposed project on federally listed species. It includes a complete project
description, species evaluation, and a finding of “may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect, the
Caclus Ferruginous Pygoy-ow] or its habitat.” We request your concurrence with this determination.

ADOT has informally discussed this project with Scott Richardson of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service at meetings on August 25, 2003 and May 13, 2004:

Please contact Steve Thomas, FHWA at (662) 379-3645 x-117, or Melissa Maiefski, ADOT at (520)
620-5419 should you have any questions or require additional information. ADOT has been
authorized as a non-federal representative for FHWA in this process. Thank you for your continued
assistance.

Sincerely,

STEPHEN D. THOMAS

Robert E. Hollis

Division Administrator E / { .
a
¢ce; SThomas, PBteyl, MMaiefski (T-100), Scott Stapp, URS

SDT: cdm 62&*@97,
SY3ZK
<dewe



United States Department of the Interior

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. g
2321 West Royal Palm Roxd, Suite 103
"Phoenix, Axizona 85021-4951 .
Telepbone: (602) 242-0210 FAX: (602) 242-2513
AESO/SE :
02-21-04-1-0419

December 21, 2004

Mr. Robert E. Hollis. :

Federal Highway Administration

One Arizona Center Suits 410

* 400 Edst Van Buren Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2285

Reference File: HA<AZ
~ STP-010-D(AIW) S .
I-10 Tl at Twin Peaks/Linda Vista I
. TRACS No, 10 PM 236 H5838 01C T

Dear, Mr. I-iolli_s: '

- This letter acknowledges our August 9, 2004, receipt of your August 4, 2004, letter requesting
informal section 7 consultation under the Endangered Species Act. The consultation concerns
the pessible effects of the proposed construction of a new traffic interchange on Interstats 10 in
Marana to connect Twin Peaks Road on the west and El Camino de Mafiana/Linda Vista
.Boulevard on the cast. The project will require a new bridge over the Santa Cruz River.
Specifically, you requested our concurrence with your determination that this project “inay
affect, but is not likely to adversely affect” the cactus ferruginous pygmy-owl (Glaucidium

brasilianum cactorum; pygmy-owl), a species listed as endangered under the Endangered
. Specics Act. :

Pygmy-owls are currently found in proximity to the project site. All three currently occupied -
pygmy-owl sites in notthwest Tucson are within mean dispersal distance for pygmy-owls of this
project (approximately five miles). An additional eight sites, which have beeri occupied within
the past five years, are also known within the mean dispersal distance of this project. Pygmy-
owl surveys in compliance with the approved survey protocol have been conducted in the project
area since 2002 with negative results. The project site is within proposed critical habitat and
recovery areas for the pygmy-owl. - : , )

The proposed action entails: 1) construction of a new traffic interchange at I-10 and Twin Peaks

Road; 2) construction of a new eastbound frontage road and modification of the westbound :
frontage road; 3) construction of a new roadway that would connect Twin Peaks Road to a new
signalized intersection of Linda Vista Boulevard and Camino de Mafiana; 4) removal of the at-
grade crossing of the Union Pacific Railroad; 5) reconstruction of Linda Vista Boulevard from
the new intersection with Camino de Mafiana to approximately % mile east; and 6) construction



Mr. Robert E. Hollis 2

"of a business loop connecting the eastbound frontage road no

rth of the new traffic interchange to
Twin Peaks Road and back to the eastbound frontage road,

The development of this project could potentially result in two types of impacts to the pygmy-
owl, The first type of impact is related to the removal of vegetation jn an area that contains
pygmy-owl habitat components suitable for nesting and connectivity. Removal or alteration of
Pygmy-ow] habitat components can climinats potential nesting sites and disTupt connectivity,
adversely affecting thc pygmy-owl’s ability to reproduce and disperse. The second type of
impact is related to potential noisc disturbance resulting from the actual development activities,
Intense, unfamiliar noises and an increase in human activities can adversely affect nesting or.
dispersing pygmy-owls. Noise disturbances conld cause altered nesting or dispersal behavior

resulting in increased risk of mortality. These impacts could result if construction occurs during
?he nesting or dispersal seasons. . -

The project site only supports suitable nesting habitat for

along Camino de Mafiana and Linda Vista Boulevard.

be replaced at a 3:1 ratio (BRE 5-21). Therefore, effects to nesting pygmy-owls are expected to be

extremely limited. The site also provides habitat that could potentially be utilized by dispersing

. Pygmy-owls. Potential dispersal habitat occurs within the Santa Cruz River channel, ag well as
Sonoran desertscrub areas in the easter portion of the project area. Impacts to dispersal habitat

will result from the removal of trees in each of these areas. In addition, the indirect effect of -

increased traffic along Camino de Mafiana and Linda Vista Boulevard has the potential to affect
pygmy-owl dispersal across these roadways, Traffic along these roads is projected to increase to
between 10 and 50 times the current existing tcaffic volumes. Replacement of trees removed in
these aress is proposed at a 3:1 ratio (BE 5-21). With the proposed revegetation, a continuous
 drea of tree cover will be established through the project limits (BE 5-21).

pygmy-owls at the extreme eastern end
Any sagnaros that need to be moved will-

The potential impacts to pygmy-owls have been avoided or addressed by-the project proponents.
The following circumstances or measures will reduce potential effects to pygmy-owls:
* Effects to pygmy-owl] nesting habitat will be minimal due to its limited occurrenice within

the project area and the propased revegetation activities. Effects to dispersal habitat will
be minimized and mitigated through avoidance and replacement of trees within the ,
project arca. The trees that remain on-site and the replacement trees will maintain habitat.
connectivity. The revegetation plan, when developed, will be reviewed by the Fish and
Wildlife Service to ensure that both nesting and dispersal habitat vatues will be replaced
and/or enhanced (pers. comm. Steve Thomas and Scott Stapp; 10/29/2004).

¢ - Components of the revegetation plan will include reseeding of disturbed soils,
replacement of all trees > 4 inches DBH at a 3:1 ratio, and irrigation and monitoring to
ensure establishment and survival of the revegetation efforts, . :

*- Pygmy-owl surveys have been completed for three consccutive
results of these surveys were negative, The likelihood that this project will result in the
disturbance of pygmy-owls is very small. The majority of the project area does not
support pygmy-ow! nesting habitat, and disturbance impacts to breeding pygmy-owls are

years (2003 — 2004). The



’ ; ' . 3
unlikely. While pygmy-owls do occur within mean dispersal distance of this project, we
are unaware of any nesting pairs within this distance, ) :

¢ Project im;alanmtétion could affect pygmy-owl habitat connectivity jn the project area.

Based on the proposed replacement of trees, habitat connectivity important to successful
dispersal will be maintained or enhanced.

¢ The bottom of the new bridge will be approximately 20 feet above the low-flow ¢hannel

of the Santa Cruz River. This should provide sufficient height to allow pysmy-owl
movement under the bridge. .

Considering the above measures and the information you have provided, we concur that the
proposed action may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the endangered cactus
ferruginous pygmy-owl for the following reasons:; '

* Impacts to pygmy-ow! habitat coj ents, primarily large trees and saguaros; will be
avoided or minimized through replacement; therefore, effects are insignificant.

* Breeding habitat is limited within the project and habitat connectivity for dispersal will -
be maintained; therefore, effects to bteeding and dispersing pygmy-owls are
discountable. .- ' : ' : '

If project plans change, or if additional information becomes available about the distribution of
listed species, this determination may be reconsidered. Should this occur, please contact us
regarding the need for further consultation. In any future correspondence, please refer to
consultation number 02-21-04-1-0419, If you have any questions, please contact Scott
Richardson at (520) 670-6150 (x 242) or Sherry Baryett at (x 223), '

Sincerely,

cc: Federal Highway Administration, Phoenix, AZ (Attn: Steve Thomas)
Amy Corps of Engineers, Tucson, AZ (Attn: Marjorie Blaine) .
Arizona Department of Transportation, Tucson, AZ (Attn: Melissa Maiefski)
Chief, Habitat Branch, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, AZ
Regional Supervisor, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Tucson, AZ (Atta: Joan Scott)
Assistant Field Supervisor, Fish and Wildlife Service, Tucson, AZ = -

W:\Scott Richandson'twinpeaksTLcone. thwa.sr.docogy



STAMINA Modeling Results and Comparison of Modeled Values with NAC and ADOT

Noise Abatement Policy
Substantial
Modeled | Modeled | Difference | Approaches | Approaches | Increase
Existing | Future | between | or Exceeds | or Exceeds between
NAC | (2004) (2030) existing |NAC in 2004 | NAC in 2030 | 2004-2030

Receiver | (ABA) | (dBA) (dBA) [ and future (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no)
NR1 64 48 55 7 no no no
NR2 64 51 58 7 no no no
NR3 64 49 55 6 no no no
NR4 64 49 56 7 no no no
NRS5 64 50 57 7 no no no
NR6 64 50 57 7 no no no
NR7 64 50 57 7 no no no
NRS8 64 50 57 7 no no no
NR9 64 52 59 7 no no no
NR10 64 52 58 6 no no no
NRI11 64 51 58 7 no no no
NR12 64 50 59 9 no no no
NR13 64 46 55 9 no no no
NR14 64 46 57 11 no no no
NR15 64 52 63 11 no no no
NR16 64 48 60 12 no no no
NR17 64 48 60 12 no no no
NR18 64 50 62 12 no no no
NR19 64 47 59 12 no no no
NR20 64 44 56 12 no no no
NR21 64 50 63 13 no no no
NR22 64 50 62 12 no no no
NR23 64 50 62 12 no no no
NR24 64 50 62 12 no no no
NR25 64 49 62 13 no no no
NR26 64 45 60 15 no no yes
NR26A 64 43 59 16 no no yes
NR27 64 42 58 16 no no yes
NR27A 64 41 57 16 no no yes
NR27B 64 41 56 15 no no yes
NR28 64 41 56 15 no no yes
NR28A 64 40 55 15 no no yes
NR29 64 40 55 15 no no yes
NR29A 64 40 54 14 no no no
NR29B 64 39 54 15 no no yes
NR29C 64 39 54 15 no no yes
NR29D 64 39 53 14 no no no
NR29E 64 39 53 14 no no no
NR30 64 38 52 14 no no no
NR30A 64 38 52 14 no no no
NR31 64 37 51 14 no no no

B-1




STAMINA Modeling Results and Comparison of Modeled Values with NAC and ADOT

Noise Abatement Policy
Substantial
Modeled | Modeled | Difference | Approaches | Approaches | Increase
Existing | Future | between | or Exceeds | or Exceeds between
NAC | (2004) (2030) existing |NAC in 2004 | NAC in 2030 | 2004-2030

Receiver | (ABA) | (dBA) (dBA) [ and future (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no)
NR31A 64 37 51 14 no no no
NR31B 64 37 50 13 no no no
NR3I1C 64 37 50 13 no no no
NR31D 64 37 50 13 no no no
NR31E 64 36 50 14 no no no
NR31F 64 36 50 14 no no no
NR31G 64 36 49 13 no no no
NR32 64 36 49 13 no no no
NR32A 64 36 49 13 no no no
RS1 69 49 56 7 no no no
RS2 64 54 61 7 no no no
RS3 64 54 61 7 no no no
RS4 64 51 58 7 no no no
RS5 64 49 57 8 no no no
RS6 64 50 57 7 no no no
RS7 64 53 60 7 no no no
RS8 64 52 59 7 no no no
RS9 64 50 58 8 no no no
RS10 64 50 58 8 no no no
RSI11 64 53 60 7 no no no
RS12 64 53 60 7 no no no
RS13 64 51 59 8 no no no
RS14 64 50 58 8 no no no
RS15 64 47 55 8 no no no
RS16 64 46 58 12 no no no
RS17 64 47 58 11 no no no
RS18 64 49 61 12 no no no
RS19 64 47 59 12 no no no
RS20 64 47 60 13 no no no
RS21 64 47 60 13 no no no
RS22 64 48 61 13 no no no
RS23 64 48 60 12 no no no
RS24 64 47 60 13 no no no
RS25 64 46 61 15 no no yes
RS26 64 47 64 17 no yes yes
RS27 64 43 60 17 no no yes
RS27A 64 41 58 17 no no yes
RS28 64 40 58 18 no no yes
RS28A 64 39 56 17 no no yes
RS28B 64 39 56 17 no no yes
RS28C 64 38 56 18 no no yes

B-2




STAMINA Modeling Results and Comparison of Modeled Values with NAC and ADOT

Noise Abatement Policy
Substantial
Modeled | Modeled | Difference | Approaches | Approaches | Increase
Existing | Future | between | or Exceeds | or Exceeds between
NAC | (2004) (2030) existing |NAC in 2004 | NAC in 2030 | 2004-2030

Receiver | (ABA) | (dBA) (dBA) [ and future (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no)
RS29 64 38 55 17 no no yes
RS29A 64 38 55 17 no no yes
RS29B 64 37 54 17 no no yes
RS29C 64 37 55 18 no no yes
RS29D 64 37 55 18 no no yes
RS29E 64 36 53 17 no no yes
RS30 64 36 52 16 no no yes
110F1 69 77 81 4 yes yes no
I10F2 69 76 80 4 yes yes no
I10F3 69 75 79 4 yes yes no
110F4 69 74 79 5 yes yes no
I10F5 69 71 76 5 yes yes no
I10F6 69 71 76 5 yes yes no
110F7 69 73 77 4 yes yes no
I10F8 69 75 79 4 yes yes no
110F9 69 74 79 5 yes yes no
110F10 69 76 80 4 yes yes no
110F11 69 76 80 4 yes yes no
LVRI1 64 53 67 14 no yes no
LVR2 64 46 55 9 no no no
LVR3 64 49 57 8 no no no
LVR4 64 59 62 3 no no no
LVR5 64 62 66 4 no yes no
LVR6 64 59 63 4 no no no
LVR7 64 61 65 4 no yes no
LVRS 64 61 65 4 no yes no
LVR9 64 61 65 4 no yes no
LVRIO 64 63 67 4 no yes no
LVRI11 64 63 67 4 no yes no
LVRI12 64 65 69 4 yes yes no
LVRI13 64 61 64 3 no yes no
LVRI3A| 64 60 63 3 no no no
LVR14 64 61 64 3 no yes no
LVRI15 64 61 64 3 no yes no
LVRI16 64 60 64 4 no yes no
LVRI6A | 64 57 61 4 no no no
LVRI17 64 55 59 4 no no no
LVRI8 64 56 58 2 no no no
LVRI9 64 58 62 4 no no no
LVR20 64 58 62 4 no no no
LVR21 64 63 67 4 no yes no

B-3




STAMINA Modeling Results and Comparison of Modeled Values with NAC and ADOT

Noise Abatement Policy
Substantial
Modeled | Modeled | Difference | Approaches | Approaches | Increase
Existing | Future | between | or Exceeds | or Exceeds between
NAC | (2004) (2030) existing |NAC in 2004 | NAC in 2030 | 2004-2030
Receiver | (ABA) | (dBA) (dBA) [ and future (yes/no) (yes/no) (yes/no)
LVR22 64 60 63 3 no no no
LVR23 64 60 63 3 no no no
LVR24 64 59 63 4 no no no
LVR25 64 58 62 4 no no no
LVR26 69 62 66 4 no no no

B-4




Appendix D

Cultural Resources Consultation Letters



| gnpde 2000 = \ZMb/507 3%)

~ Arizona Department of Transportation
. -" Intermodal Transportation Division

ADOT . 206 South Seventeenth Avenue " Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213
Janet Napolitano Debra Brisk
" Governor Depuly Director
i . : July 26, 2004 .
ek Y . RECEIVED
- - | UL 27 2004
Dr. David Jacobs, Compljance Specialist ' S gy
State Historic Preservation Office ' ARKZDNA STaTE PAIKSIS.H.D.0,
Arizona State Parks. : : '
1300 W Washington
l_’hoenix, Arizona 85007

RE:  Project No. 010-DEXXX)
" TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01C
I-10 TI; Twin Peaks
Early Section 106 Consultation

Dear Dr. Jacobs:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT)
 are planning to construct a new traffic interchange (TT) on Interstate 10 (1-10) at Milepost (MP)242,..
north of the city of Tucson, Pima County. As this project employs federal funds, it is considered an
undertaking subject to Section 106 review. -This project occurs on ADOT owned land and ADOT
easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State Land Department (ASLD).
Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT, the Arizona State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, the Tohono O’odham Nation, and the Hopi Tribe.

. The scope of this project would involve the construction of a TI to connect Twin Peaks Road and Linda
Vista Road to I-10. ‘The project is currently in the early planning stages, and cultural resources
consultation is being initiated in preparation for an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the project. The
area of potential effect (APE) for this project has not been completely defined, as alternatives for the
exact location of the TT are still being explored. : - '

URS Corporation (URS) has reviewed previous cultural resource work within a %-mile radius of the
proposed TL. The majority of the area has been surveyed for cultural resources as-a result of various
_separate undertakings along I-10. As the project area is better defined, a thorough review and survey of
the APE will be completed. However, due to the size and number of cultural resources previously
identified within the project area, it is unlikely that this project would be able to avoid all historic
properties.

The I-10 corridor in Pima County between Tangerine Road and the I-10/1-19 junction is covered by a
Programmatic Agreement (PA) developed by FHWA, ADOT, SHPO, and the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (Council), to address projects within that corridor that may impact historic
properties (executed April 26, 1993). In addition, a monitoring and discovery plan, “Monitoring and




Jacobs
July 26, 2004
Page2 of 2

Discovery Plan for Interstate 10 from Tanéeﬁm Road to Junction I-10/I-19 Projects, Tucson” (Wocherl .
1999) was prepared by Desert Archaeology and approved by SHPO (Miller [SHPO] to Laine [ADOT]
‘December 21, 1999). FHWA/ADOT recommend this project proceed under the stipulations of the PA 3¢

’ ';'ul TeS c'u S 1mr-the .---u ed monitoring an an_to add
%mmwwmﬁ- >k hay ckzs Q&ﬂ“?& Q(ans*gr
~ Please révxgw the infomlat{o’rf‘ provided in this letter. If you agre%_ ADUT’s \'\NQQK :

recommendation that the project proceed under the current PA and apppgved.momtormg-and-éﬁmry*
“plan; please indicate your concurrence by signing beloy. Asmore information regarding project scope
- and historic properties become available, FHWA/ADQT will provide them to the consulting parties
under continued Section 106 copsultation. If you havg any questions or concerns, please feel free io
_ contact me at 520-620-5410 or e-mail kneustadt state.az.us. Thank you.

\

Sincerely,

- st oty e v s NE TR
Koo Newsthdt g 00> et gank %’hm% R N
Historic Preservation Specialist AN “ Q. GWWR AIQV ,
Arizona Department of Transportation o : .
Environmental & Enhancement Group
1221 S. 2™ Ave, MD T100
Tucson, AZ 85713 ‘

| 'Mﬁ)/u@ 4 . . IQMOL{#

Signature for $£IPO Concurrence - : Date

cc:
SThomas
PBleyl
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PEDERAL RIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
ARIZONA DIVISION

One Arizona Center, Suite 410
400 B. Van Buren St.
Phoenix, AZ. 85004
July 29,2004
DN REPLY REFER TO:
HA-AZ
NH-010-D(AIW)
TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01C
1-10; Twin Peaks TI
Rarly Section 106 Congultation -
Mr. Peter Steere .
M. Joseph Joaquin : SRt §
Cultural Affairs Office : =
Tohono O’odham Nation &1
P. 0. Box 837 N
Sells, Arizona 85634 -
. =4
Dear Messrs. Steere and Joaquin: R~

. 1.
The Federsl Highway Administration (FHEWA) and the Arizoua Depertment of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning to construct a new traffic interchange (TT) on Interstate 10 @-10)at .
Milepost (MP) 242, noxth of the City of Tucsor, Pima County. As this project employs federal
funds, it is considered ap undertaking subject to Section 106 réview. This-project occurs on * -
ADOT owned land and ADOT casement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the
Arizona State Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project jpclude FHWA,.
ADOT, the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Pascua. Yaqui Tribe,
the Tohono O’odham Nation, and thie Hopi Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new T1 to connect Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road to 1-10. The project is currently in the early planning stages, and
cultural resdurces consultation is being initiated in preparation for an Environmental Assessment
(BA) for the project. The area of potential effect (APE) for this project has not been completely
defined, as alternatives for the exact Jocation of the TI are still being explored.
ol .
. he .

URS Corporation (URS) has reviewed previous cultural resource work within a ¥-mile radius of
the proposed TI. The majority of the area has beea surveyed for cultural resources as a‘result of
various separate undertakings along I-10. As the project area is better defined, a thorough
review and survey of the APE will be completed. However, due to the size and number of

- cultural resoyrces previously identified within the project area, it is unlikely that this project
would be able to avoid all historic properties. ,

The I-10 corridor in Pima County between Tangerine Road and the I-10/1- 19 junction is covered
by a Programmatic Agreement (PA) developed by FHWA, ADOT, SHPO, and the Advisory -
Council on Historic Preservation (Council), to address projects within that corridor that may
impact historic properties (executed April 26, 1993). In addition, 2 monitoring and discovery
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plan, “Monitoring and Discovery Plan for Interstate 10 from Tangerine Road to Junction I-10/I-
19 Projects, Tucson” (Wochet] 1999) was prepared by Desert Archaeology and approved by
SHPO (Miller [SHPO] to Laine [ADOT] December 21, 1999). FHWA recommends this project
proceed under the stipulations of the PA and the guidelines identified in the approved monitaring
and discovery plan to address any impacts this project would have on historic properties.

Please review the information provided in this letter. If you agree with FHWA's :
recommendation that the project proceed under the current PA and approved monitoring and .
discovery plan, please indicate your concurrence by signing below. As more information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA,
will provide them to the consulting parties under continued Section 106 consultation. At this
time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
religious or cultural importance to your community within the project area. If you have such
concerns, any information you might provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter would be

" considered in the project planning, If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to

contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or e~mail kneustadt@dot.state.azxs. Thank you.

A7L

’ Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Sincerely,

Signature for Tohonb.f@?odhgﬁ
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
ARIZONA DIVISION
One Arizona Center, Suire 410
400 E. Van Buren St,

Phoenix, AZ. 85004

July 29, 2004

IN REPLY REFER TO:

HA-AZ

NH-010-D(AIW)

TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01C
1-10; Twin Peaks Tl

Early Section 106 Consultation

Mr. Robert Valencia, Chairman
Pascua Yaqui Tribe

7474 S. Camino de Oeste
Tucson, Arizona 85746

Dear Chairman Valencia:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning to construct a new traftic interchange (TD) on Interstate 10 (I-10) at
Milepost (MP) 242, north of the City of Tucson, Pima County. As this project employs federal
funds, it is considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project occurs on
ADOT owned land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the
Arizona State Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA,

ADOT, the Arizona-State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe,
the Tohono O’odham Nation, and the Hopi Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI to connect Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road to I-10. The project is currently in the early planning stages, and
cultural resources consultation is being initiated in preparation for an Environmental Assessment
(EA) for the project. The area of potential effect (APE) for this project has not been completely
defined, as alternatives for the exact location of the Tl are still being explored.

URS Corporation (URS) has reviewed previous cultural resource work within a ¥;-mile radius of
the proposed T1. The majority of the area has been surveyed for cultural resources as a result of
various separate undertakings along 1-10. As the project area is better defined, a thorough
review and survey of the APE will be completed. However, due to the size and number of
cultural resources previously identified within the project area, it is unlikely that this project
would be able to avoid all historic properties.

The 1-10 corridor in Pima County between Tangerine Road and the 1-10/ I-19 junction is covered
by a Programmatic Agreement (PA) developed by FHWA, ADOT, SHPO, and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation (Council), to address projects within that corridor that may
impact historic properties (executed April 26, 1993). In addition, a monitoring and discovery
plan, "“Monitoring and Discovery Plan for Interstate 10 from Tangerine Road to Junction I-10/I-

Zg  3Jovd 5 4 3 10a¥ EpPS-BCI3-82S 82:G1 Gw@aZ/11/81



19 Projects, Tucson” (Wocherl 1999) was prepared by Desert Archacology and approved by
SHPO (Miller [SHPO] to Laine [ADOT] December 21, 1999). FHWA recommends this project
proceed under the stipulations of the PA and the guidelines identified in the approved monitoring
and discovery plan to address any impacts this project would have on historic properties.

Please review the information provided in this letter. If you agree with FHWA’s
recommendation that the project proceed under the current PA and approved monitoring and
discovery plan, please indicate your concurrence by signing below. Asmore information
regarding project scope and historic properties become available, ADOT, on behalf of FHWA,
will provide them to the consulting parties under continued Section 106 consultation. At this
time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any concerns regarding historic properties of
religious or cultural importance to your community within the project area. If you have such
concerus, any information you might provide within 30 days of receipt of this letter would be
considered in the project planning. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel fice to
contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or e-mail kneustadt@dot.state.az.us. Thank you.

Sincerely,

STEPHEN D. THOMAS

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for Pascua Yaqui Concurrence Date

ce

SThomas

PBleyl
KNeustadt (1100)
SDT:cdm
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Wayne Taylor.: Jr.
CHAIRMAN

Caleb Johnson
VICE-CHAIRMAN
August 16, 2004

Robert E. Hollis, Division Administrator

U. S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, Arizona Divigion
400 East Van Buren Street, Suite 410

Phoenix, Arizona 85004

Rs: I-10 Tl; Twin Peaks

Dear Mr. Hollis,

Thank you for correspondence dated July 29, 2004, regarding the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) planning to construct
a new traffic interchange on Interstate 10 at milepost 242 north of Tucson. As you know, the
Hopi Tribe appreciates FHWA's and ADOT's continuing solicitation.of our input and your efforts
to address our concerns.

" The Hopi Cultural Preservation Office understands that a Programmatic Agreement for
this project area was implemented in 1893, and a monitoring and discovery plan was developed
in 1999, However, your letter states that "due to the size and number of cultural resources
previously identified within the project area, it is unlikely that this project would be able to avoid
all historic properties.”

Therefore, we withhold our concurrence with the recommendation that the project
proceed under the stipulations of the Programmatic Agreement and the guidelines identified in
the approved monitoring and discovery plan, pending definition of the project area, and
subsequent o the opportunity to review and comment on the through cultural resources review
and survey, and any proposed site specific treatment plans.

If you have any questions or need additional infgrmation, please contact Terry Morgart at
the Hopi Cuitural Preservation Office at 928-734-3619./Thank you for consuiting with the Hopi
Tribe..

d4Pi Cultural Preservation Office
X¢: Arizona State Historic Preservation Office

Kae:NeustadtzAROT;:205 South.17th.Ave., Room.213E, Mail Drop 619E, Phoenix, AZ 85007-3213

P.0.BOX 123 KYKOTSMOVI, AZ. 86039 (928) 734-3000




Arizona Division
e 400 East Van Buren Street
One Arizona Center Suite 410

US Department Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2264
of Tansportation
Administration May 3, 2005

In Reply Refer To: HA-AZ
NH-010-D(AIW)

TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01D
1-10; Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange

Section 106 Consultation
“adverse effect”
Ms. Hevminia Frias, Chair
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
7474 S. Camino de Oeste
Tucson, Arizona 85746
Dear Chairperson Frias:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a to construct a traffic interchange (TT) at the intersection of Interstate 10
(I-10) connecting 1-10 with Twin Peaks Road to the west and Linda Vista Road to the east,
within the Town of Marana, Pima County. As this prOJect is qua.hfied for federal funding, it is
considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project ocours on ADOT owned
land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State
Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT, the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Hopi Tribe, the Tchono
0’odham Nation, and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI connecting Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road with I-10. New right of way (ROW) and temporary construction
easements are anticipated for this project. The area of potential effect (APE) has not yet been
defined, as alternatives for the intersection are still being evaluated. A preferred alternative has

been identified, encompassing the existing and proposed new ROW of I-10, between mileposts
(MP) 244 and 246.

The area surrounding the proposed alternatives was recently surveyed by URS Corporation

(URS). The results are reported in “Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/ Linda

Vista” (Rogge et al. 2005) and are enclosed for your review and comment. Sixteen cultural

resources were identified within the corridor encompassing the proposed alignments, These
cultural resources are described in the table below.

Site Number | Description NRHP Eligibility Project Effect
AA:12:226 Colonial period Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) Hohokam village Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:227 Hobokam artifact Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) scatter Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:350 Historic-era habitation | Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
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(ASM) site, ¢. 1900-1930 Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:370 Antonio Alvarez Ineligible Site destroyed, no
(ASM) Homestead evidence identified within
survey area.
AA:12:956 Historic-era trash Recommended None
(ASM) scatter, ¢. 1925-1930 ineligible
AA:12:52 Hohokam ceramic Recommended Site destroyed, no
(ASM) scatter ineligible evidence identified within
survey area.
AA:12:146 Prehistoric artifact Recommended None; site destroyed by
(ASM) scatter ineligible previous data recovery.
AA:12:912 Hohokam artifact Recommended None
(ASM) scatter ineligible
AA12:957 Cortaro-Marana Determined eligible, None; segment within
(ASM) Irrigation District Criterion A project area recommended
Canal as non-contributing due to
modifications and urban
setting.
AA:12:952 Histori¢c Red Rock Recommended eligible, | None; segment within
(ASM) Road Critetion D project arca recommended
as non-contributing due to
heavy disturbance.
AA:12:955 . Historic-era water Recommended eligible, | None; limited disturbance
(ASM) control fedtures. Criterion D from preferred altemative
would not effect
significant characteristics
EE:3:53 Historic Alignment, Determined eligible, None; preferred
(ASM) Southern Pacific Criterion A alternative would not
Railroad effect any significant
characteristics.
AA:2:118 Historic Alignment, Eligible as part of None; segment within
(ASM) State Route 84 Historic State Highway | project area recommended
System as non-contributing due to
change in function and
setting,
AA:12:51 Stewart Brickyard Site | Determined eligible, Possible adverse effect.
(ASM) Criterion D.
None Western Meat Packing | Recommended None
Company (Stewart ineligible
Block and Brick)
Building
None Juan Bautista de Anza | Unknown None; no evidence of
National Historic Trail contributing elements
identified within project
area.

Because of the number of sites within the study corridor and the natute of the sites within the
Santa Cruz River Valley, FHWA has determined that an “adverse effect” to historic properties is
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likely. Previous consultation with SHPO recommended following the existing Programmatic
Agreement (PA) in place for projects within the I-10 corridor between Junction I-19 and
Tangerine Road (Aptil 26, 1993) in order to mitigate this potential “adverse effect.” SHPO
concurred with this recommendation, with the comment that a separate treatment plan be
developed to address this specific project’s impacts to historic properties once the project’s
impacts are defined (Jacobs [SHPO] to Neustadt [ADOT] August 12, 2004). Upon review of
SHPO’s comments, FHWA has determined that this process would be appropriate for the project
and recommends a treatment plan be developed.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the
report adequate and agree with FHWA’s eligibility recommendations and récommendation to
develop a treatment plan to address this project’s specific impacts, please’indicate your
concurrence by signing below. At this time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any
concerns regarding historic properties of religious or cultural importance to your community
within the project area. If you have such concems, any information you might provide within 30
days of receipt of this letter would be considered in the project planning. If you have any
questions or concerns, please feel free to contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or emai

kneustadt@azdot.gov.

Sincerely yours,
STEPHEN D. THOMAS

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for PYT Concurrence Date

Enclosure

ce:

Amalia Reyes, NAGPRA Coordinator, with enclosure

SThomas

PBleyl

KNeustadt (T100)

SDT:cdm



Arizona Division

e 400 East Van Buren Street
One Arizona Center Suite 410
2?“"“"”‘“‘ Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2264

Amitraon | May 3, 2003
In Reply Refer To: HA-AZ
NH-010-D(AIW)
TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01D
[-10; Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange
Section 106 Consultation
*adverse effect”
Peter Steere
Joseph Joaquin
Cultural Affairs Office
Tohono O’odham Nation
P.O. Box 837
Sells, Arizona 85634

Dear Messrs. Steere and Joaquin:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a to construct a traffic interchange (TT) at the intersection of Interstate 10
(I-10) connecting I-10 with Twin Peaks Road to the west and Linda Vista Road to the cast,
within the Town of Marana, Pima County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is
considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project occurs on ADOT owned
land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State
Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT, the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Hopi Tribe, the Tohono
0’odham Nation, and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI connecting Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road with 1-10. New right of way (ROW) and temporary construction
easements are anticipated for this project. The area of potential effect (APE) has not yet been
defined, as alternatives for the intersection are still being evaluated. A preferred alternative has

been identified, encompassing the existing and proposed new ROW of 1-10, between mileposts
(MP) 244 and 246.

The area surrounding the proposed alternatives was recently surveyed by URS Corporation

(URS). The results are reported in “Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/ Linda

Vista™ (Rogge et al. 2005) and are enclosed for your review and comment. Sixteen cultural

resources were identified within the corridor encompassing the proposed alignments. These
cultural resources are described in the table below.

Site Number | Description NRHP Eligibility Project Effect
AA:12:226 Colonial period Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) Hohokam village Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:227 Hohokam artifact Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) scatter Criterion D preferred alternative.
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AA:12:350

Historic-era habitation | Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) site, ¢. 1900-1930 Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:370 Antonio Alvarez Ineligible Site destroyed, no
(ASM) Homestead evidence identified within
survey atea.
AA:12:956 Historic-era trash Recommended None
(ASM) scatter, c. 1925-1930 ineligible :
AA:12:52 Hohokam ¢eramic Recommended Site destroyed, no
(ASM) scatter ineligible evidence identified within
survey area.
AA:12:146 Prehistoric artifact Recommended None; site destroyed by
(ASM) scatter ineligible previous data recovery.
AA:12:912 Hohokam artifact Recommended None
(ASM) scatter ineligible
AA:12:957 Cortaro-Marana Determined eligible, None; segment within
(ASM) Irrigation District Criterion A project area recommended
Canal as non-contributing due to
modifications and urban
setting.
AA12:952 Historic Red Rock Recommended eligible, | None; segment within
(ASM) Road Criterion D project area recommended
as non-contributing due to
heavy disturbance.
AA:12:955 Historic-era water Recommended eligible, | None; limited disturbance
(ASM) control features. Criterion D from preferred alternative
would not effect
significant characteristics
EE:3:53 Historic Alignment, Determined eligible, None; preferred
(ASM) Southern Pacific Criterion A alternative would not
Railroad cffect any significant
characteristics.
AA2:118 Historic Alignment, Eligible as part of None; segment within
(ASM) State Route 84 Historic State Highway | project area recommended
System as non-contributing due to
change in function and
setting.
AA:12:51 Stewart Brickyard Site | Determined eligible, Possible adverse effect.
(ASM) Criterion D.
None Western Meat Packing | Recommended None
Company (Stewart ineligible
Block and Brick)
Building
None Juan Bautista de Anza | Unknown None; no evidence of
National Historic Trail contributing elements
identified within project
area.
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Because of the number of sites within the study corridor and the nature of the sites within the

Santa Cruz River Valley, FHWA has determined that an “adverse effect” to historic properties is
likely. Previous consultation with SHPO recommended following the existing Programmatic
Agreement (PA) in place for projects within the I-10 corridor between Junction 1-19 and
Tangerine Road (April 26, 1993) in order to mitigate this potential “adverse effect.” SHPO
concurred with this recommendation, with the comment that a separate treatment plan be
developed to address this specific project’s impacts to historic properties once the project’s
impacts are defined (Jacobs [SHPO] to Neustadt [ADOT] August 12, 2004). Upon review of
SHPO’s comments, FHWA has determined that this process would be appropriate for the project
and recommends a treatment plan be developed.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the
report adequate and agree with FHWA''s eligibility recommendations and recommendation to
develop a treatment plan to address this project’s specific impacts, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. At this time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any
concerns regarding historic properties of religious or cultural importance to your community
within the project area. If you have such concerns, any information you might provide within 30
days of receipt of this lerter would be considered in the project planning. If you have any
questions or concerns, please feel free to contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or email
kneustadt@azdot.gov.

Sincerely yours,

STEPHEN D. THOMAS

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for TON Concurrence Date
Enclosure

cc:

SThomas

PBleyl

KNeustadt (T100)
SDT:cdm
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Arizona Division

Q 400 East Van Buren Street
One Arizona Center Suite 410

US. Department Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2264

of Tansporiation
Aamiistrtion ! May 3, 2005

In Reply Refer To: HA-AZ
NH-010-D(AIW)

TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01D
I-10; Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange
Section 106 Consultation

“adverse effect”

Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwma,
Cultural Preservation Office
Hopi Tribe

P.0.Box 123

Kykotsmovi, Arizona 86039

Dear Mr. Kuwanwisiwma:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a to construct a traffic interchange (TT) at the intersection of Interstate 10
(I-10) connecting 1-10 with Twin Peaks Road to the west and Linda Vista Road to the east,
within the Town of Marana, Pima County, As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is
considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project occurs on ADOT owned
land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State
Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT, the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPQO), ASLD, the Hopi Tribe, the Tohono
O’odham Nation, and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI connecting Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road with I-10. New right of way (ROW) and temporary construction
easements are anticipated for this project. The area of potential effect (APE) has not yet been
defined, as alternatives for the intersection are still being evaluated. A preferred alternative has

been identified, encompassing the existing and proposed new ROW of I-10, between mileposts
(MP) 244 and 246.

The area surrounding the proposed alternatives was recently surveyed by URS Corporation

(URS). The results are reported in “Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/ Linda

Vista" (Rogge et al. 2005) and are enclosed for your review and comment. Sixteen cultural

resources were identified within the corridor encompassing the proposed alignments. These
cultural resources are described in the table below.

Site Number | Description NRHP Eligibility Project Effect
AA:12:226 Colonial period Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) Hohokam village Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:227 Hohokam artifact Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
ASM) scatter Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:350 Historic-era habitation | Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
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(ASM) site, ¢. 1900-1930 Criterion D preferred alternative,
AA:12:370 Antonio Alvarez Ineligible Site destroyed, no
(ASM) Homestead evidence identified within
survey area.
AA:12:956 Historic-era trash Recommended None
(ASM) scatter, ¢. 1925-1930 ineligible
AA:12:52 Hohokam ceramic Recommended Site destroyed, no
(ASM) scatter ineligible evidence identified within
survey area,
AA:12:146 Prehistoric artifact Recommended None; site destroyed by
(ASM) scatter ineligible previous data recovery.
AA:12:912 Hohokam artifact Recommended None
(ASM) scatter ineligible
AA:12:957 Cortaro-Marana Determined eligible, None; segment within
(ASM) Irrigation District Criterion A project area recommended
Canal as non-contributing due to
modifications and urban
setting.
AA:12:952 Historic Red Rock Recommended eligible, | None; segment within
(ASM) Road Criterion D project area recommended
as non-contributing due to
heavy disturbance.
AA:12:955 Historic-era water Recommended eligible, | None; limited disturbance
(ASM) control features. Criterion D from preferred alternative
would not effect
_significant characteristics
EE:3:53 Historic Alignment, Determined eligible, None; preferred
(ASM) Southern Pacific Criterion A alternative would not
Railroad effect any significant
: ‘ characteristics.
AA2:118 Historic Alignment, Eligible as part of None; segment within
(ASM) State Route 84 Historic State Highway | project area recommended
System as non-contributing due to
change in function and
setting.
AA:12:51 Stewart Brickyard Site | Determined eligible, Possible adverse effect.
ASM) Criterion D.
None Western Meat Packing | Recommended None
Company (Stewart ineligible
Block and Brick)
Building
None Juan Bauntista de Anza | Unknown Noze; no evidence of
National Historic Trail contributing elements
identified within project
area,

Because of the number of sites within the study corridor and the nature of the sites within the
Santa Cruz River Valley, FHWA has determined that an “adverse effect” to historic properties is

IoYd
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likely. Previous consultation with SHPO recommended following the existing Programmatic

Agreement (PA) in place for projects within the 1-10 corridor between Junction I-19 and
Tangerine Road (April 26, 1993) in order to mitigate this potential “adverse effect.” SHPO
concurred with this recommendation, with the comment that a separate treatment plan be
developed to address this specific project’s impacts to histori¢ properties once the project’s
impacts are defined (Jacobs [SHPO] to Neustadt [ADOT] August 12, 2004). Upon review of
SHPO’s comments, FHWA has determined that this process would be appropriate for the prolect
and recommends a treatment plan be developed.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the
report adequate and agree with FHWA’s eligibility recommendations and recommendation to
develop a treatment plan to address this project’s specific impacts, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. At this time, FHWA is also inquiring whether you have any
concerns regarding historic properties of religious or cultural importance to your commumity
within the project area. If you have such concerns, any information you might provide within 30
days of receipt of this letter would be considered in the project planning. If you have any
questions or concerns, please feel free to contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or email

kneustadt@azdot.gov.

Sincerely yours,

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for Hopi Concurrence Date
Enclosure

ce:

SThomas

PBleyl

KNeustadt (1100)
SDT:cdm
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Arizona Division
a 400 East Van Buren Street

One Arizona Center Suite 410

US Deparment Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2264
Qf Ransporiation

federal Highway :

Administeation May 3, 2005

In Reply Refer To: HA-AZ
NH-010-D(AIW)

TRACS No. 010 PM 236 15838 01D
1-10; Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange
Section 106 Consultarion

“adverse effect”

Mr. Steve Ross, Cultural Resource Manager
Arizona State Land Department

1616 W. Adams

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Mt. Ross:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a to construct a traffic interchange (TI) at the intersection of Interstate 10
(1-10) connecting I-10 with Twin Peaks Road to the west and Linda Vista Road to the east,
within the Town of Marana, Pima County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is
considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project occurs on ADOT owned
land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State
Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOQT, the
Arizona State Histori¢c Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Hopi Tribe, the Tohono
O’odham Nation, and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe.

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI connecting Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road with I-10. New right of way (ROW) and temporary construction
easements are anticipated for this project. The arca of potential effect (APE) has not yet been
defined, as alternatives for the intersection are still being evaluated. A preferred alternative has

been identified, encompassing the existing and proposed new ROW of I-10, between mileposts
(MP) 244 and 246.

The area surrounding the proposed alternatives was recently surveyed by URS Corporation

(URS). The results are reported in “Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/ Linda

Vista" (Rogge et al. 2005) and are enclosed for your review and comment. Sixteen cultural

resources were identified within the corridor encompassing the proposed alignments. These
cultural resources are described in the table below.

Site Number Description NRHP Eligibility Project Effect
AA:12:226 Colonial period Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) Hohokam village Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:227 Hohokam artifact Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) searter Criterion D preferred altérnative.
AA:12:350 Historic-era habitation | Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
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(ASM) site, c. 1900-1930 Criterion D - preferred alternative,
AA:12:370 Antonio Alvarez Ineligible Site destroyed, no
(ASM) Homestead evidence identified within
survey area.
AA:12:956 Historic-era trash Recommended None
(ASM) scatter, c. 1925-1930 ineligible
AA:12:52 Hohokam ceramic Recommended Site destroyed, no
(ASM) scatter : ineligible evidence identified within
survey area,
AA:12:146 Prehistoric artifact Recommended None; site destroyed by
(ASM) scatter ineligible previous data recovery.
AA:12:912 Hohokam artifact Recommended None
(ASM) scatter ineligible
AA:12:957 Cortaro-Marana Determined eligible, None; segment within
(ASM) Irrigation District Criterion A project area recommended
Canal as non-contributing due to
modifications and urban
setting,
AA:12:952 Historic Red Rock Recommended eligible, | None; segment within
(ASM) Road Criterion D project area recommended
as non-contributing due to
heavy disturbance.
AA:12:955 Historic-era water Recommended eligible, | None; limited disturbance
(ASM) control features. Criterion D from preferred altemative
would not effect
significant characteristics
EE:3:53 Historic Alignment, Determined eligible, None; preferred
(ASM) Southern Pacific Criterion A alternative would not
Railroad effect any significant
characteristics.
AA2:118 Historic Alignment, Eligible as part of None; segment within
(ASM) State Route 84 Historic State Highway | project area recommended
System as non-contributing due to
change in function and
setting,
AA:12:51 Stewart Brickyard Site | Determined eligible, Possible adverse effect.
(ASM) Criterion D.
None Western Meat Packing | Recommended None
Company (Stewart ineligible
Block and Brick)
Building
None Juan Bautista de Anza | Unknown None; no evidence of
National Historic Trail contributing elements
identified within project
area.

Because of the number of sites within the study corridor and the nature of the sites within the
Santa Cruz River Valley, FHWA has determined that an “adverse effect” to historic properties is

qovd
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likely. Previous consultation with SHPO recommended following the existing Programmatic
Agreement (PA) in place for projects within the I-10 corridor between Juniction 1-19 and
Tangerine Road (April 26, 1993) in order to mitigate this potential “adverse effect.” SHPO
concurred with this recommendation, with the comment that a separate treatment plan be
developed to address this specific project’s impacts o historic properties once the project’s
impacts are defined (Jacobs [SHPO] to Neustadt [ADOT] August 12, 2004). Upon review of
SHPO’s comments, FHWA has determined that this process would be appropriate for the project
and recommends a treatment plan be developed.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the
report adequate and agree with FHWA's eligibility recommendations and recommendation to
develop a treatment plan to address this project’s specific impacts, please indicate your
concurrence by signing below. FHWA understands that ASLD may not reply, as no application
for ASLD ROW has been filed for this project. Should ASLD land be required for this project,
FHWA would contact ASLD when an application has been filed. If you have any questions or
concerns, please feel free to contact Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or email kneustadt@azdot.
gov.

Sincerely yours,

STEPHEN D. THOMAE

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for ASLD Concurrence : . Date
Enclosure

cee

SThomas

PBleyl
KNeustadt (T100)
SDT:cdm
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Arizona Division

e 400 East Van Buren Street

One Arizona Center Suite 410
gmmmm Phoenix, Arizona 85004-2264
Federal Highway

Administration - May 3, 2005

* InReply Refer To: HA-AZ
NH-010-D(ATW)

TRACS No. 010 PM 236 H5838 01D
1-10; Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange
Seetion 106 Consultation

“adverse effect”

David Jacobs, Ph.D.

Compliance Specialist

State Historic Preservation Office
Arizona State Parks

1300 W. Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Dear Dr. Jacobs:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) are planning a to construct a traffic interchange (TI) at the intersection of Interstate 10
- (1-10) connecting I-10 with Twin Peaks Road to the west and Linda Vista Road to the east,
within the Town of Marana, Pima County. As this project is qualified for federal funding, it is
considered an undertaking subject to Section 106 review. This project occurs on ADOT owned
land and ADOT easement across Arizona State Trust land administered by the Arizona State
Land Department (ASLD). Consulting parties for this project include FHWA, ADOT, the
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), ASLD, the Hopi Tribe, the Tohono
O’ odham Nation, and the Pascua Yaqui Tribe,

The scope of this project would involve the construction of a new TI connecting Twin Peaks
Road and Linda Vista Road with I-10. New right of way (ROW) and temporary construction
easements are anticipated for this project. The area of potential effect (APE) has not yet been
defined, as alternatives for the intersection are still being evaluated. A preferred alternative has

been identified, encompassing the existing and proposed new ROW of I-10, between mileposts
(MP) 244 and 246.

The area surrounding the proposed alternatives was recently surveyed by URS Corporation
(URS). The results are reported in “Interstate 10 Traffic Interchange at Twin Peaks/ Linda
Vista" (Rogge et al. 2005) and are enclosed for your review and comment. Sixteen cultural
‘resources were identified within the corridor encompassing the proposed alignments. These
cultural resources are described in the table below.

Site Number | Description NRHP Eligibility Project Effect
AA:12:226 Colonial period Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) Hohokam village Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:227 Hohokam artifact Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by

g1 3Jovd 5 d 3 10a¥ EPPS-023-42S 82:51T GBRBZ/T11/81



(ASM) scatter Criterion D preferred alternative.
AA:12:350 Historic-era habitation | Recommended eligible, | None; avoided by
(ASM) site, ¢. 1900-1930 Criterion D preferred alternative,
AA:12:370  -| Antonioc Alvarez Ineligible Site destroyed, no
(ASM) Homestead evidence identified|within
: survey area.
AA:12:956 Historic-era trash Recommended None
(ASM) scatter, ¢, 1925-1930 ineligible :
AA:12:52 Hohokam ceramic Recommended Site destroyed, no
(ASM) scatter incligible evidence identified jwithin
survey area.
AA:12:146 Prehistoric artifact Recommended None; site destroyed by
(ASM) scatter ineligible previous data recovery.
AA:12:912 Hohokam artifact Recommended None
(ASM) scatter ineligible
AA:12:957 Cortaro-Marana Determined eligible, None; segment withi
(ASM) [rrigation District Criterion A project area recommended
Canal as non-contributing|due to
modifications and urban
setting.
AA:12:952 Historic Red Rock Recommended eligible, | None; segment within
(ASM) Road Criterion D project area recommended
as non-contributing|due to
heavy disturbance.
AA:12:955 Historic-era water Recommended eligible, | None; limited disturbance
(ASM) control features. Criterion D from preferred alternative
would not effect
significant characteristics
EE:3:53 Historic Alignment, Determined eligible, None; preferred
(ASM) Southern Pacific Criterion A alternative would n
Railroad effect any signiﬁca:;
characteristics.
AA:2:118 Historic Alignment, Eligible as part of None; segment within
(ASM) State Route 84 Historic State Highway | project area recommended
System as non-contributing due to
change in function and
setting.
AA:12:51 Stewart Brickyard Site | Determined eligible, Possible adverse effect.
(ASM) Criterion D,
None Western Meat Packing | Recommended None
Company (Stewart ineligible
Block and Brick)
Building
None Juan Bautista de Anza | Unknown None; no evidence of
National Historic Trail contributing elements
identified within project
area.
11 3ovd 5 4 3 L0av EPPG-829-825 82:5T GBBZ/11/81
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Because of the number of sites within the study corridor and the nature of the sites within the
Santa Cruz River Valley, FHWA has determined that an “adverse effect” to historic properties is
likely. Previous consultation with SHPO recommended following the existing Programmatic
Agreement (PA) in place for projects within the 1-10 corridor between Junction I-19 and
Tangerine Road (April 26, 1993) in order to mitigate this potential “adverse effect.” SHPO
concurred with this recommendation, with the comment that a separate treatment plan be
developed to address this specific project’s impacts to historic propetties once the project’s
impacts are defined (Jacobs [SHPO] to Neustadt [ADOT] August 12, 2004). Upon review of
SHPO's comments, FHWA has determined that this process would be appropriate for the project
and recommends a treatment plan be developed.

Please review the enclosed report and the information provided in this letter. If you find the
report adequate and agree with FHWA's eligibility recommendations and recommendation to
develop a treatment plan to address this project’s specific impacts, please indicate your

concurrence by signing below. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact
Kae Neustadt at 520-620-5410 or email kneustadt@azdot.gov,

Sincerely yours,

STEPHEN D. THOMAS

Robert E. Hollis
Division Administrator

Signature for SHPO Concurrence Date
Enclosure

cc:

SThomas

PBleyl
KNeustadt (T100)
SDT:cdm

Z1 2ovd 9 43 10av EYP5-0823-825 82:87 GBEZ/11/81



ln;

[y

& " “ («

. Arizona ¥e
State Parks

JanétNa \itano
Covernor

State Parké

. Board Membors
: Chalr
_ Elizabeth Stewart
Tempe

William C. Porter
o Kingman
William Cordasco
Flagstaff

Janice Chilton
Paysan

—--e- <=~ {ifliam C; Scalzo™

" John U, Ha
Yamyesl

Mark Winkleman

- State Land
Cormimissionér

" Kenneth E. Travous
. Executive Director
s

" Phonix, AZ 85007

Tel & TTY: 6025424174
waw.azstateparis.com

§00.265.3703 from
{520 % 628) area codes

General Fax:
602.542.4180

Director’s Office Fax
' 802.542.4188

“Managing and conserving natural, cuitural, and recreatlional resources”

May 12, 2005

Kae Neustadt

Historic Preservation Specialist
Environmental Planning Group
Atizons Department of Transportation
1221 Sotith 2* Avenue, MD T100

Tucson, AZ 85713

RE:

HA-AZ, NH-010-D(AIW)

TRACS #: 010 PM 236 H5838 01D
1-10. Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange

Section 106 Consultation
SI-IEO-2004—1346 (23950)

Dear Ms. Neustadt:

Thank you for consulting with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)

pursuznt to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as
by 36 CFR Part 800 regarding
intersection with Twin Peaks Road to
in the Town of Marana, Pima County,

and recommendations

following comments.

_ _The submitted survey.[Cultural R

. Traffic Interchange at
Arizona) is adequate.

alignment of State Route 84, we agree

for review and comment. Dr. Bill Collins, Deputy
SHPO/Historian, and Thave reviewed the submitted materials and offer the

recommendations, The segment of the

project area does contribute to

esource. Survey for the Proposed Interstate 10..:..._ . .
Twin Peaks Road and-Linda Vista Boulevard; Marana; - -
With the exception of AZ AA:2:118 (ASM), the historic
with FHWA/ADOT’s eligibility
historic alignment of SR 84 within the
the eligibility of AZ AA:2:118 (ASM), asite

eligible as part of the Historic State Highway System under Criterion D. Its

location has not changed,
agree with the finding of “adverse effect”
treatment plan to address this specific project’

‘We appreciate your cooperation
impacts of federal development o
have any questions or comments,
electronically at diacobs@pr.state.az.us.

Sincerely,

=

David Jagobs

Compliajce Specialist/Archaeologist
State Historic Preservation Office

and it still serves as a transportation structure. We
and the need for the-development of a

s impacts to historic properties.

with this office in considering the potential
n cultural resources situated in Arizona. If you
please contact me at (602) 542-7140 or

implemented
the roadway improvements along I-10 at the
the west and Linda Vista Road to the east

and submitting a cultural resources survey
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'PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT
| AMONG |

THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION,
THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, .
THE ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER,
AND THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON KISTORIC PRESERVATION

REGARDING THE
. INTERSTATE 10 TANGERINE ROAD TO JUNCTION I-10/5-19 PROJECTS

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FRWA) proposes to ‘improve
Interstate 10 hetween Tangerine Road and the. Junction of Intarstatas 10 and

19 in Tucson, Pima County, Arizona as 3 multiphase econstruction projaect
(Project) to be compieted as a sequential series of }imised segments, and

WHEREAS, FHWA, as the lead agency responsible for compliance under
Section 106 of "the Natienal Historic Préservation Act (16 USC 470f) for the,
project, as authorized by 43 CFR 2800, and the Arizona Department of

Transportation (ADOT), as agent for FHMA, have participated in consultation, .
and ' .

WHEREAS, FUMA has detarmined that the Project may have an effsct an
proparties Included in or eligihle for inclusion in the National Registar of
Historic Places, and has consultad with the " Arizona State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Advisory Council on Historie
Presarvation (Counci)) pursuant to 36 CFR §00.13 regarding implementation. of
Section 106 of the Mational Historic Preservation Act, and .

WHEREAS, this Agrezement addresses all phases and sagments of the Praojzct, '
'NOW, THEREFORE, FHWA, ADOT, SHPO, and Council agree that the Project

shall be administarsd in accardanca’ with the following stipulations in arder
to satisfy Section 106 responsibilities for all aspects oF the Project.

~1-
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STIPULATIONS
FHHA shall ensure that the fallowing measures wili be carried out.

I. INVENTORY, ‘EVALUATION, AND EFFECT DETERNINATION

€. g

A, FHHA, represented by ADOT, will assure the completion of a historic
properties. inventory of the proposed highway right-of-way. FPHWA will
ensure that this inventory shall be conducted fn a manner consistent
with the Secrestary of Intarior's Standards and Guidelines for
Identification of Historic Places. FHWA will further ensyre that any
additional staging or use areae relatad to this undertaking shall he
nventoried 1n a manner consistent with the right-of-way {nventory.

Report(s) of the results of any and all idnventories shall

submitted to the SHPO for review and comment.

ba

B.. FHMA, 1n consuitation with SHPO, shall ensure that detsrminat{ons of

eligibility are made in accordance with 36 CFR 800.4¢¢) for all
nistoric proparties within the Project right-of-way, including any
additional staging or usa areas. Further, FHWA shall seek comments
from all potentially fntarested Native American groups pursuant - to
National Register Bulletin 38 ipn making determinations of eligibility
for any identified Traditiona]l Cultural Properties as these arg

defined in the Bylletin.

.

C. FHHWA shall apply the eriteria of Effact and ‘of Adverse Effect 1n 38
: CFR 800.9 to all historic properties within the Project right-of-way,
including any additional staging or use arsas. 1If FHMA and SHRO
agree that any portion(s) of the undertaking shal} have na effect on
any .1isted or eligtble properties, FHWA may provide autherization to
procaad with.construetion in such area(s), subject to the conditions

of any. Monitoring Plan developed for the Project.

D. FHWA will seek public ‘comment on the effects of the undertaking'on

h1storic properties 1in coordination with 1ts procedures

implementing the Nationzi Envircnmental Policy Act (NEPA).

for-

E. FHWA will-seek the comments of a1 interested Native American groups,
. .taking into account the. Council1's policy statement of September 27,
1983, regarding determinations of effact where human remains are

. likely to be encountered during data recovery mitigation.

F. FRRA will idbntify thase Native Amerfcan Tribes having a potential
for claiming cultural and/or ancestral affinity within the Project
ared under the provisions of the Arizona Antiquities Act, ARS 41-844.

resolution of. any such disputes, consult with claimants regar

upon
ding

appropriate pracedures for the recovery, analysis, tireatment and
disposition of human remains, associated grave goods, and objects of
cultural patrimony in accordance with the provisions of the Arirona

Antiquities Act ARS 47-844 and with any implementing regu!at19ns.

I
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I1. 'PREPARATION OF A TREATMENT PLAN

A.

FHWA, 1n cooperation with ADQT, and in consultation with SHPO, shall
ensure that a Treatment Plan 1s .developed for the mitigation. of
anticipated effects on historic properties that will rasult from the
Project and any relatsd uses and activities. Further, FHWA, in

cooperation with ADQT, and in consultation with SHPO, will ensure the

development of location and property specific Data Recovery Plans for
eack indtvidual phase or segment of the Project that will ke
conzidered as Suppiemants to tha Treatment Plan. '

The Treatment Plan shall be consistent  with the Sacretary .of

Interior's Standards and Guidelinas (48 FR 44716=-44742), and the
Council's handbook Tr t of Ar 1 1 r

‘The Treatment Plan shall specify, at a minimum:

1. The historic properties to be affected by the préject as a whole
and the nature of those effects. '

2. A Research Design that will contain the research quastions and
goals that are applicable -tc the Project area as a whole and that
will be addressed. through data recovery, along with an
explanation of thefr relevanée and 1importance. Thesa research
quastions and goals shall reflsct the concept of historic
contexts as defined tn National Register Bulletin 16 and ehall
take into consideration any such historic contexts established
for the Project area. '

i. Fieldwark and analytical metheds and strategies applicable to the
Project area as a whole, along with an explanation of their
relevance to the research questions. Such treatment methods will
be developed for each class of historic property identified in
the Projact inventory. ' '

4. Proposad procedures Fbr_dea]ing with discovery s1tuatidns.
5. Methods to be used in data managém;nt and dissemination of data.

6. Methods and procedures for the racovery, anmalysis, treatment and
. dtspesition of human remains, associated grave goods, and objects
of cultural patrimony that reflect any concerns and/or conditions
fdentified as a fesult of consultations betwesn FHWA and any
.affected Nakive American group. '

Each phase or segment Specific Data Recavery Plan shall represent a
dependent plan and document supplement to the Treatment Plan
providing specific direction for the conduct of Data Recovery within
any given Project segment. It shall coaform to the  general
requirements of the Treatment Plan. At a minimum, 1t shali specify:

1. The historic properties %o be affected in the specifiad Project
segment and the nature of those effects.

o
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2. The research questions Tdentified in the Treatment Plan that will
be appropriata for the specified Project segment and that wil] pe
addressed through data recovery, alang with any. additignal
résearch questions compatible with the Treatment Plan“and apn
explanation of their relevanca to the overall rasearch goals. as
established in the Treatment Plan.

3. The specific fieldwork and analytical strategies identificd 1n

the Treatment Plan, as wall as any other strategies that will Be
.employed in the specified Project segment.

4. A proposed schedyle for submission of pragress. summary, and
- ather reports. " .

5. Qualification of consultants employed to “undertake the

implementation of the Data Recavary Plan.

III. COMMENT ON THE TREATMENT PLAN AND UATA RECOVERY PLANCS)

A. Upen receipt of a draft of the Treatment Plan or of any -Data Raceovery
Plan, FHWA will submit such drafts coancurrently to SHPO and the
Councll for review. Both reviewing parties will have' 30 days upen
raceipt to review and provide ‘comments to FHWA. If efther party

" falls to submit comments within 30 days, FHWA shall assume that
party's concurrence. If either party has an objectien to the Plan,
they shall notify FHHA within the 30~day review peried. The
objection nust be specifically identifted and the reasons for
cojection documented. FHWA shall comsult with the objecting party(s)
to resolve the objection. If the objection cannot be resolved, FHWA
shall consult with the Council in accordance with Stipulation VII.

B. IF revisions are needed, any party, including SHPO, has 20 days from
receipt to review.the revisions. If no comments are received within-
20 days, conmcurrance among‘the parties will be assumed. ' ,
C. Once the Treatment Plan 15 detarmined adequate by the reviewing

partfes, FHMNA shall issue authorization to proceed with the
development of the Data Racovery Plan(s). . .

D. Once the Data Recovery Plan(s) s determined idequate by the

reviewing parties, FHWA shall.{issue authorization ta proceed with the
implementation of the Plan. ’ .

E. Final drafts of the Treatment Plan and all subseqﬁent anc

supplemental Data Recovery Plan{s) will be provided to SHPO and the
Council. .

(.
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IV. CONSTRUCTION

Q.6

A. FHHA, in consultation with SHPQ, shall prepare a Monitoring Plan to
ensure that historic properties dre not affected by constructien
related activities., This Monitoring Plan shall be incorporated into
the Treatment Plen and shall specify the location of all ldentified
properties and the means by which they wi11 be marked and avoided if
construction is allowed in nearby portions of the right-ofeway. The

Monitoring: Plan shall also address discovery situations,

methods proposed for recording such discovarias.

address methods for consultationm .to determine an appropriate co

of treatment for discoversd

including
also
urse
. proparties. - Monthly pragrass reparts
regarding monitoring activities will be submitted by FHWA to SHPO.

B. FHWA, 1n consultation with SHPO, may issue authorization to proceed
with constriction in those portions of tha right-of-way that contain
historie properties once  the agreed upon fieldwork/treatment
specified in the Treatmant Plan and Data Recovary Plan(s) has besn
completed, subject to acceptance ' of the adequacy of the work
performed undér those Plans. FHKWA acceptance will be based cn field
inspection and raview of a Preliminary Report documenting the

accomplishment of the Treatment Plan and Data Reccvery Plan(s).

V. CHANGES IN CONSTRUCTION CORRIDORS AND' ANCILLARY AREAS

A. If during the course of construction planning, a reroute of & portion
- of the proposed right-ofeway or a previously unidentified staging or
use area is determined to De Necessary, FMWA shall ensurs that +the
area of potential effect is inventoried in a manmner cansistent with

the prior right-of-way finventory and the standards {dentified in
Stipulation I. A report of the findings of such inventories and any
resyltant Data Recovery Plans, as appropriate, shall be submitted to
SHPQ-for review. The Data Recovery PlanCs) for historic properties

within the reroute or .additional staging or wuse area will
consistent with the Treatment Plan and. once accepted, .will

considered a supplement to the Tresatment Plan.

he
ba

8. MWhere historit properties will be affected, FHWA shall consult with
SHPO on the adequacy of the Anventory and on determinatiens of
eligibility and any proposed Data Recovery Plan(s) for any properties
Identified ip such additional areas. SHPO will provide comment
within 30 diys of raceipt. If no such comment {s received within 30
days, FHWA shall assume concurrence. . If FHWA and SHPO agree to ths
ddequacy of the documentation, FHWA vill be allowed to proceed with
the imglementation of the Data Recovery Plan(s), as appropriate.

Objections to any elements of the documentation must

tdentified . and the reasans for objection documented.

be specifically
If the

objection cannot be resolved, FNMA shail cansult with the Council in

“.accordance with Stipulation VII.

‘C. If ravisions are needed, any party, including SHPQ, has 20 days from
receipt to review the' revisions. If na comments are recelved within

20 days, concurrence ameng the partias will be assumed.
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O. Where .na historic properties will be affected, FHWA. shall consuTt.
- With SHPO on’ the adequacy of the inventory, an determinations of
eligibility and avoidance procedures, 1f applicable, for any sites
not to be affected by the Projact. SHPO will provide comment within
20 days .of receipt. - If no such comment Is' received within 20 days,
FHNA shall assume concurrencs. If FHMA and SHPQ agree to the
adequacy of the documantation, .FHWA méy proceed with construction or
use of the additlomal area. If FHWA. or SHFO objects to any alement
of tha dccumentation, FHWA shall comsult to -resolve the objection.
-ObJections must be 'specifically identified and the  reasons for
odjection documented. If the ohbjection cannot be resolved, FHKA
- $hall consult with the Council in accordance with Stipulation VII.

VI. QIRATION

FHWA éhall ensure  that 1) records and materials resuiting 'from
identification and data recovery efforts are curated 1in accordance with
standards’ and guidelines generated by the Arizona Stats Museum ind in

.consideration of any claims or conditions recognized as a result of

consultation with affected Native Amer{can grolps according to the provisions
of the Arizona Antiquities Act. AIl material to be returned to their eowners
or ctherwise repatriated will be treated with dignity and respect and
consideration for the specific cultural rel{gious traditions applicable until
their analysis is complete and they are returned.

VII. DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Should any party of this agreemant or any affected public or Tribal group.
object within 30 days to any action(s) or Plans provided for raview pursuant
to this Agreement. FHWA shall. consult with the objecting party to resolve the
objection. If FHWA detarmines that the abjection cannot be resaived, FHWA
shall forward all documentation relevant to the dispute to the Council and
notify SHPO as to the nature of the dispute. Within 30 days of receipt of
all pertinent documentation, The Council shall either: .

A. Pravide FHWA with recemmendations, which FHWA shall take jnto
* consideration in reaching'a.final decision regarding the dispute; or

B. Notify FHMA that 1t will comment within an additional 30 days in
accordance: with 35 CFR §00.5¢b). Any Council comment pravided in-
response to such a requast will be %aken into account by FHWA 'in

accordance with 36 CFR 800.8¢c)(2) with reference to. the subject of
the dispute.. . ‘

Any recommend2tion or comment provided By the Couac!l will be

understood %o pertain only to the subject of the dispute; FHWA

responsidility to carry out all actions under this Agreement that ars
. not the subject of the dispute will remain unchanged.

i
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| VIII. AMENDMENT

Any party to this Agreement may request that it be amended. whereupor -the
parties will consult %o consider such amendment in accordance with '3 CER

N 300.]3'. L '

IX. TERMINATION

Any party of this Agrsement may terminate 1ts participation by providing 30
days' writfen notice to the other parties, provided that the parties will
consult during that parfod to seek agreement on amendments or othar actions

that would avoid termination. In the event of termination, FHWA will comply
with 36 CFR 800.4 through 800.§.- .

X. FAILURE TO CARRf OUT THE TERMS OF THE AGREEMENT

In the event that the terms of this Agreement are not carried out, FHWA shall
comply with 36 CFR 800.4 through 800.6 with regard to Individeal actions
covered by this Agreaement. .

XI. SCOPE OF AGREEMENT

This Agreement is limited in Scope to the Intarstate 10 Tangarine Rosd to

Junction 1-1Q and I-19 project and ity relatad facilities and is entered into
solely far that purpose.

Exacution and implementation  of this Agreement evidences -that FHWA has
afforded the Council an opportunity to comment and has, tharefare, satisfied

their Section 106 responsibilities for all individual actions of  this -
undertaking. . .o

S
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FOWH OF MARARE,
Jane 30, 2005 ADMINISTRATVE SERICES
Dvivisson Adminisiraior
One Arizoas Cenber, Suite 410
400 East Van Buren Strest

Phossix, AZ §3004-2285

ATTH: Iir. Robert E. Hollis
RE: L-IWLINDA VISTATWIN PEAKS TRAFFIC INTERCHANGE (TT); TOWN
OF MARANA PROJECT NO.: 2001-44; ADDT FROJECT NOL: 01

TRACS NO.: 10PM 136 HS338 01C; IMPACTS TO SANTA CRUZ RIVER
PARK

Deear Mr. Hollis:

The Towm of Marana Parks and Hecrestion Department is awase that the Arizona Diepartment of
Transportation (ADOT) ard the Federal Highway Adeinistration (FHWA) in cooperntion with the
rmﬁmumlmwmmmmmmwmmm
lead to the design amd constraction of a new traffic interchange (TT) o8 Interstate 10 (1-10) {Twin
Peaks Road TI). The proposed new Twin Peaks Road T1 is located approimately midway between
the Avra Valley Road T1 and the Cortaro Farms Road TI and is proposed 1o conmseet Twin Peaks

Road on the west and Linda Vista Road on the east, We have been involved with the project since
s inception and we will continee to be involved in the project.

A facility under the management of the mmhmnmwhmm
River Shared Use Path, intersects the propased extension of Twin Peaks Road west of the Santa
Craz River. The intent of this letier is 1o present our enderstanding of the Twin Peaks Rosd T1
mummsﬁuﬁmmﬁmmmmmmmmummm
proposed mitigation of impacts to the path,

The Santa Cruz River Shared Use Path provides a 14-Toat wide paved path for walking, hiking and
bicycling along the western bank of the Santa Cruz River. In the Town of Marana, the path begins st
Cartaro Road and procesds sortbrward to the narthern end of the Continental Ranch develogment
where it connects via a drainage canal to approximanely Coachline Boulevard, o total length of 3.7
miles. However, @ ane mile segment of the path exisis also along Sanders Road near 04 Marana.,
The Tawn of Marisa's path is a portion of the larger Pima County Fucility which begans at brvingion
Road and nams nMghSm:EmRimhhmﬂtummhwmm:
distance of sppronimately & miles.

The Santa Cruz River Shared Use Path in Marara will be complesed priar to the construction of the
propased improvements 10 Twin Praks Rosd. As & resalt, we understand that reconstruction of
approximately 500 feet of the pash a3 s istersection. with Twin Peaks Road would be required,
which is less than one percent of the path's total length. Al-grade shared use path crasaings of Twin
Peaks Road were mot reco ded af potential vehicle comflicts; therefoee, wsers of the
shared use path would be diverted along the Twin Peaks Road embankmest approximately 350 feet
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east of the shared use path's aligament. In this location, both the Santa Cruz River Shaned Use Path
and the proposed Juan Bautista de Anza Historic Trail would cross Twin Peaks Road beneath the
propesed Santa Cruz River Bridges.

To discoursge pedestrian croesing of Twin Peaks Rosd at the former alignment of the Sanss Craz
Riiwer Shared Use Puth, the radway's center median weuld be fenced for approximately |00 feot in
lempth. This would direct path users to ¢ither crass under the Santa Cruz River Bridge or at the
mearest indersection 8o the: west (Twin Peaks Road and Clover Read),

Alsernatives o the improvements were considered and the impacis of the improvements
have been assessed. All alignment alternatives comsldered would meet Twin Peals Boad in the same
bocation; therefure, alternative alignments are not possible, A menel to carry the Sancs Cruz River
Shared Use Path beneath I‘wh?ﬂskﬂdiuwﬂwpﬂh‘imnﬁmwumw
e anme] would be within the 100-year floodplain of the Santa Cruz River, This would create safesy
issaes for path users and would require pamping facibities to remove the water from the banned after
uhmmm@m-mmmwmmmmmmm
mmummmﬁm.wmmwmhmmmmu
Mummmhmwawmmwmmmgndmu
mmammmmmmmmm;mmum-m
construction is completed.

The Marana Parks and Recrestion Department supports the proposed improvements and agrees with
the determimation mm%-mwmmmmwmmmurmpmﬁ
the path and that the preferred alternative will ot kave significant impacis upon the recreatsonal

utility of the Santa Cruz River Use Path,
Sincere]
e —
Raon Smith
Parks and Recreation Directar

Steve Thomas, FHWA, Arizona Division Office, One Arizona Center, 500 E. Van Buren,
Suite 410, Phosnix, AZ BS004

Melissa Maicfski, ADOT, 1221 5. 2nd Ave,, Mail Drop TI0, Tucson, AZ 85713

Harvey Gill, Town of Marana

Kevin Tharmton, Town of Marana

Scott Stapp, URS
Jana Carmp, Town of Marena
Praject File, Project No. 2001-44
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Tuly 1, 2008

Ddvision Adsnistrator

Federal Highway Admimstration
Ome Arizona Center, Suite 410
400 East Van Buoren Street
Phosnix, Arizona E5004-2785

ATTMN: Mr. Robert B. Hollis

Re:  I-10/Linda Vista'Twin Peaks Traffic Interchange - [mpact oo
Arthur Puck Regional Park
Deear Mr. Hollis:

The Pima County Mamural Resoarces, Parks and Recreation Department met
with representatives of URS Consultants and the Town of Marana on
Tuesday, June I7, 2005 to discuss the subject of potential sound-related
impacts on Asthur Pack Park from the sbove-referenced project. NRPR staff
in tum met with the lease operators of the Anhur Pack Golf Course on June
28, 2005 {o discuss this matier and io determine if it wos advisable to forge
the installation of & sound wall to mitignte the possible noise impacts the
project might impose.

After carefully considering the issue, both NEPR staff and the Asthur Pack
Golf Course operator agresd that the likely impacts were insufficient 1o
warrant (he installstion of a sound wall or similer noise attenustion

measures. We are satisfied that the projected nolise levels will not rise 1o a
leved requiring affirmative mitgation.

We appreciaie the opponiumity to meel with project staff and are available o

meeel again should additional issues arise, Please don't hesitate to contact

me at 377-6000 if I can provide you with any additonal information or
nssistance.

Sincerely,
Raflel iy, Director

e George Kuck, Operations Manger, PCNEPR,
Sieve Anderson, Principal Planner, PCNRPR
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